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Impressions of the Kaiser. By David Jayne Hill, former am- 
bassador to Germany. New York : Harper and Brothers. 

There are several ways in which one may attempt to account for 
the greatest crime in history. There is the economic way, which, 
rightly pursued, serves only to show the need of further explanation. 
There is the personal way, which, though it rightly emphasizes un- 
escapable personal guilt, fails to account for the character of the 
individual. There is the view that throws all the burden of responsi- 
bility upon a movement, a tendency, or a group, thereby seeming to 
prove that no personal responsibility exists — as fallaciously as scholas- 
tic philosophers proved that Achilles could not overtake the tortoise; 
the obvious facts being that Achilles would overtake the tortoise, and 
that there exists in our lives no more real and constant element than per- 
sonal responsibility. There is — most cynical of all — the racial view 
which, logically carried out, relieves Germans as individuals of a large 
part of their guilt, while it condemns the whole nation to everlasting 
hatred and contempt. 

The historic view unifies all other views, setting the truths they 
embody in true proportion and relation. This is precisely what David 
Jayne Hill has done in his work, somewhat misleadingly named, Im- 
pressions of the Kaiser. Dr. Hill gives us a unified view of the whole 
German phenomenon, with the Kaiser as at once its cause and its 
result, its center, its bond, its active agent. 

The effect of this is to increase rather than to diminish the per- 
sonal responsibility of William II. 

If the Kaiser had acted otherwise the great catastrophe would not 
have occurred. " A different kind of Emperor would have produced 
a different kind of Germany " — the historic facts, the Emperor's own 
public acts and utterances, prove this beyond cavil. The violation of 
Belgium was "the morally inevitable culmination of the ambitions, 
the fantasies, and the impetuosity of Kaiser William II, unrestrained 
by a responsible government representing the interests of the German 
people." 

The Kaiser, to be sure, is not solely responsible — is there any 
such thing as sole responsibility? Can any one initiate anything ab 
originef The Kaiser is not Satan. He did not invent sin! He is 
merely as responsible for the war as one man can make himself for 
any great event by identifying himself with the forces of evil rather 
than with those of good — by giving the forces of wrong willing passage 
through his mind. 

The Kaiser had historic antecedents and worked amid favoring 
conditions. We have to remember that " to the German, who even 
when he is in bondage can believe he is free, ' freedom ' means being 
free from want and misery;. he demands no other liberty." We have 
to remember that constitutionalism has never been a tradition in Ger- 
many as it has in England. " The Reichstag in 1914 had no idea that 
the question of peace or war was within its jurisdiction." We have 
to remember the whole medievalism of German life and thought — a 
condition of things so dimly recognized by other nations before the 
war. But these things cannot serve to attenuate the Kaiser's responsi- 
bility or to elevate his character. He partakes of the evil of that with 
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which he identified himself, and in no small degree that evil is due 
to him. 

A man irresistibly swept into a net of wickedness, to which he 
yields under protest, may enlist our sympathy; but not the Kaiser. 

" Having in hand the formula of peace, needing only Russia's 
acceptance — which, as a fact, was in substance already assured — would 
the Reichstag have failed, as William II failed, to communicate it to 
the Russian Government while Nicholas II was solemnly protesting 
that mobilization did not mean war? . . . 

" Analyze the situation as we may, we are always brought back to 
the ' necessities ' created by Kaiser William Second's desire for pres- 
tige and the pressure of a military camarilla of which he was the head." 

In short, what we have to do with in the case of Germany is the 
perversion of a whole people — in which one man played a prominent, 
a decisive, a whole-souled part. Economic motives, German ethics, 
junkerism — all these had for pretext and historic cause dynastic ambi- 
tion and medieval ideals — of which ambition and ideals William II 
was the active exponent and in part the creator. 

Yet the historic view does not justify childish animosity. The 
actual guilt of the Kaiser is plain ; let us leave his metaphysical guilt 
to God. It must needs be that offences come; but woe to that man 
by whom the offence cometh. The thing for the rest of the world to do 
is to get permanently rid of dynastic ambition: we are justified in 
doing with the Kaiser whatever it is necessary to do in order to achieve 
this end. 

In any case, the study of his career is morally and historically 
illuminating. 

Dr. Hill sums up the result of his comprehensive and penetrating 
study in words notable for breadth and justice: 

" That which creates our interest in Kaiser William II is not 
any merely personal qualities that mark him as a man. It is that in 
playing the part of German Emperor he has exposed to mankind the 
danger that inheres in the Prussian doctrine of the state. His personal 
faith and teaching have only brought to maturity its deadly fruitage ; 
for, believing himself endowed by special divine appointment with the 
immunities of the irresponsible state, in lighting the torch of a World 
War he has held himself without accountability to the standards and 
judgments of civilized men." 



The Story of the Sun : 1833-1918. By Frank J. O'Brien, New 
York: George H. Doran Company. 

The Story of the Sun, by Mr. Frank P. O'Brien, is so much 
more than the biography of one of the most interesting newspapers 
in the country that the title seems too restrictive. And yet it is the 
right title, for Mr. O'Brien, with all the wealth of collateral matter 
of such varied interest with which he has covered the 455 pages of 
his book, never once gets far afield from a straightforward, flowing 
narrative of the Sun's brilliant career from the day of its birth to its 
present effulgence under the comparatively recent ownership of Mr. 
Frank A. Munsey. 



